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AN 
Advertiſement. 
F the Papers, here anſwered, bad 


I not been ſo publickly diſperſed 
through the Nation, a due ReſpetF to 
the Name tbey bear, would bave kept 
the Author from publiſhing any An- 
ſwer to them. But ina they may 
now fall into many hands, who with- 
out ſome aſſiſtance may not readily re- 
ſokve ſome difficulties ftarted by them, 
He thought it not unbecoming his du- 
ty to God and the King, to give a 
clearer light to the T hings contained 
in them. And it can be no refle1- 
on on the Authority of a Prince, for 
A 3 a private 


a private Subjef? to examine a piece 
of (,oyn as to its juſt value , thougb 
it bears His [Image and Superſcripti- 
on #pon it. In matters that concern 
Faith and Salvation, we muſt prove 
all things, and hold faſt that which 


is 8 A 


ANSWER 


Firſt Paper. 


I F all men could believe as they pleaſed, 


I ſhould not have fail'd of farisfaQti- 

on in this Firſt Paper ; the Deſign of 

it being to put an end to Particular Dis 
utes; to which I am fo little a Friend, 
that I could have been glad to have found, 
as much reaſon in it to convince, as I ſaw 
there was a fair appearance to deceive. 
But there is a Law in our Minds diſtint 
from that of our Iiclinations ; and out of a 
juſt and due regard to Thar, we mult ex- 


amine 
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cntins the moſt plauſible Writings, though 
back'd with the greateſt Authority, before 
we yield our Aſſent unto them. 


If particular Controverſies about Matters 
of . Faith could be ended by z Principle ,. as 


_ Viſible as that the Scripture is in Print, all men 


of ſence would ſoon give over Diſputing ; 
for none who dare believe what they = 
can call that in Queſtion. But what if the 
Church, whoſe Authority, it is ſaid, they muſt 


- ſubmit to, will not allow them to. believe 


what they ſee? How then can this be a 
ſufficient reaſon to perſwade them to be- 
lieve the Church , becauſe it is as viſible as 
that the Scripture is in Print ? unleſs we 
muſt only uſe our ſenſes to find: out the 
Church, and renounce them aſloon as we 
have done it. Which is a very bad requi- 
tal of them, and no. great Honour to. the 
Church which requires it. 


But with all due ſubmiſſion, it is no 
more Viſible that the Roman Church is the 
Catholick Church , than it is, that a part is 


the 


ttt. ttt 


the FixsTr Parptk. 


the whole, and the moſt corrupt part, that 
one Church, which Chriſt hath bere upon Earth. 


It is agreed among all Chriſtians, That 
Chriſt can have but one Church upon Earth, 
as there is but one Lord, one Faith , one Ba- 
ptiſm. And this is that Church we profeſs 
to believe in the two Creeds. But if thole, who 
made thoſe Creeds for our direftion, had intend- 
ed the Roman Catholick Church, why was it 
not ſo expreſſed? How came it to pals 
that ſuch a limitation of the ſenſe of Chriſts 
Catholick Church to the Roman, ſhould never 
be pur to Perſons to be Baptized in any 
Age of the Church? For I do not find in 
the Office of Baptiſm , even in the Roman 
Church, that it js required that they believe 
the Roman Catholick Church, or that they 
deny the validity of Baptiſm out of the 
Communion of the Roman Church. From 
whence it is to me as Vifible as that the Scri- 
pture is in Print, that the Church of Rome it 
ſelf doth nos believe that it is, the one Cas 
tholick Church mentioned in the two Creeds. 
For then it muſt void all Baptiſm out 
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of its Communion , which ic hath neyer 
yet done. And as long as Baptiſm doth 
enter Perſons into the Catholick Church, it 
is impoſſible , that all who have the true 
form of Baptiſm, though out of the Com- 
munion of the Roman Church , ſhould be 
Members of the Catholick Church , and yet 
the Communion of the Roman and Catho- 
lick be all one ; as it muſt be if the Ro- 
man Church, be the Catholick and Apoſtolick Church 
profeſſed in the Creeds. 


If we had been fo happy to have lived 
in thoſe Bleſſed Times, when the multitude 
of them that believed were of one heart , and of 
one ſoul, it had been no difficulty to have 
ſhewed that one viſible Church , which Chriſt 
had bere upon Earth. But they muſt be great 
ſtrangers to the Hiſtory of the Church, 
who have not heard of the early and great 
Diviſtons in the Communion of it. And 
there was a remarkable difference in the Na- 
care of thoſe Schifms, which happened in the 
Church ;' which being not conſidered hath 
been the occaſion of great miſapplication of 
the 
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the ſayings of cheAntients about the One Cathgs 
lick Church. Some did ſo break off Communie 
on with other parts of the Catholick Church, as 
to challenge that Title wholly to themſelves; 
as was evident in the caſe of the Novatians 
and Donatiſts; for they rebaptiz'd all that em- 
braced their Communion. Others were caſt 
out of Communion upon particular differen- 
ces; which were not ſuppoſed to be of ſuch 
a nature, as to make them no members of 
the Catholick Church. So the Biſhops of Rome 
excommunicated che Biſhops of 4ſia for not 
keeping Faſter when They did; and the Bi- 
ſhops both of 4fia and 4frics, for not allows 
ing the Baptiſm of Hereticks. But is it rea- 
ſonable to ſuppoſe, that upon thele Differens 
ces they ſhut out all thoſe Holy Biſhops and 
Martyrs from the poſlibility of Salvation, by 
excluding them from their Communion ? It 
not, then there may be different Communi- 
ons among, Chriſtians, which may {till con- 
tinue Parts of the Catbolick (burch; and con- 
ſequently no one Member of ſuch a Di- 
vition ought to aſſume to ic ſelf the Title 
and Authority of the One - Catholick Church. 

B 2 Bur 


An Anſwer to. 


Bur if any One Part doth ſo, thongh never 6 
great and conſpicuous, it is guilty of the 
{ame Preſumption with the Novatians and 
Donatiſts, and is as much cauſe of the 
Schiſms, which happen thereupon in the 
Church, as they were. 


For a long time before the Reformation, 
there had been greatand conſiderable breach» 
es, between the Eaſtern and Weſtern Church» 
es ; informuch that they did renounce each 
others Communion. And in theſe Differences 
four Patriarchal Churches joined together 
againſt the fifth, viz, that of the Biſhop of 
Rome. But the Eaftern Patriarchs finking 
in their Power , by the horrible Invaſion 
of the Enemies of the Chriſtian Faith ; 
and the Biſhops of Rome advancing them- 
ſelves to ſo much Authority, by the ad- 
vantages they took from the kindneſs of 
ſome Princes, and the Weakneſs of others, 
They would hear of no other terms of 
accommodation with the Eaftern Church- 
es, but by an intire ſubmiſſion to the Pope as 
Head, of the Catholick Church. Which all the 

Churches 
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Churches of the Eaſt refuſed, however difle- 
rent among themlelves; and to this day look 
on the Pope's Supremacy as an Innovation 
in the Church , and Uſurpation on the 
Rights of the other Patriarchs and Biſhops. 
In all thoſe Churches the Two Creeds are profeſ» 
ſed, true Baptiſm adminiftred , and an un- 
doubted Succeſſion of Biſhops from the A- 
poſtles; How then come They to be ex- 
cluded from being Parts. of the One (aths- 
lick and Apoſtolick Church? And if they be 
not excluded , how can the Roman Church 
aſſume to it ſelf that glorious Title ? So that 
it ſeems to me as Viſible as that the Scripture 
#s in Print, that the Roman Church neither is, 
nor can be that One Church, which Chriſt 


| teft upon Earth. 


And this Principle being removed (which 
ought to be taken for granted, fince it 
can never be proved) we mult unavyoid- 
ably enter into the Ocean of Particular Di- 
ſputes. And I know no reaſon any can 
have to be (o afraid of it, fince we have . 


ſo. ſure a. Compaſs, as the Holy Scripture 
tQ: 
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to- dire& our paſſage. : But the reaſon of a- 
voiding particular Diſputes is, becaule the eyi- 
dence 1s too clear in them, that the Church 
of Rome hath notoriouſly deviated from this 
infallible Rule. And it is as impoſlible for 
a Church, which hath erred, to be Infalli- 
ble, as for a Church really Infallible, to err. 
But if a Church pretend to prove her Infal- 
libiliry by Texts, which are not ſo clear, 
as thoſe which prove her to have actually er- 
red; then we have greater reaſon to recede 
from her Errors, than to be deceived with 
fuch a fallible pretence to Infallibility. 


Well! But it is not left to every 
phantastical mans bead to believe as be 


pleaſes, but to the C burch. 


And is it indeed left to the Church to bes 
lieve as it pleaſes ? But the meaning I ſuppoſe 
is, that thoſe, who reje& the Authority of 
the Roman Catholick Church, do leave eve- 
ry man to believe according to his own fancy. 
Certainly thoſe of the Church of England; can- 


nor 
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not be liable ro any imputation of this Na- 
ture. For our Church receives the three Creeds, 
and embraces the four General Councils, and 
profeſſes to hold nothing contrary to any U- 
niverſal Tradition of the Church from the 
Apoſtles times. And we have often offered 
to put the Controverſies between Hs and the 
Church of Rome upon that iflue. And do not 
thoſe rather believe as they pleaſe, who believe 
the Roman Church to be the Catholick Church, 
without any colour from Scriptures, Antis 
quity or Reaſon ? Do not thoſe believe as they 
pleaſe, who can believe againſt the moſt 
convincing evidence of their own ſenſes? Do 
not thoſe believe as they pleaſe, who can recon- 
cile the lawfulneſs of the Worſhip of Images, 
with Gods forbidding it, the Communion in 
one kind with Chrilt's Inſtitution, and the 
praying in an unknown Tongue with the 
1.4 Ch. of the firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians ? 
But all theſe and many other Abſurdities 
may go down by vertue of the Churches 
Authority, to whim, it is ſaid, Chriſt left the 
Power upm Earth to govern us in matters of Faith. 


Wedo not deny that the Church hath Au- 
thority 
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thority of declaring matters of Faith, or elſe 
it never could have condemn'd the Antient 
Hereſjes. But then we muſt conlider the 
difference between the Univerſal Church in a 
General and free Council, declaring the ſenſe 
of Scripture in Articles of Faith, generally 
received 'in the Chriſtian Church trom the 
Apoſtles Times, as was done when the Ni- 
cene Creed was made ; and a Faction in the 
Church aſluming to it felf the Title of Ca- 
tholick, and proceeding by other rules, chan 
the firſt Councils did, and impoſing new 
Opinions and Practices, as things neceſſary 
to the Communion of the Catholick Church. 
And this is the true Point in difference be- 
eween us , and thoſe of the Roman Church 
about the Churches Authority in matters of 
Faith, ſince the Council of Trent. For we 
think we have very great reaſon to com- 


- plain, when a Party in the Church, the 


moſt corrupt and obnoxious, takes upon «ir 
ſelf to dehne many new DoCtrines, as ne- 
ceſſary Points of Faith, which have nei- 
ther Scripture, nor Univerſal Tradition for 
them. 
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It were a very irrational thing, we 
are told, to make Laws for a Coun- 
try, and leave it to the Inhabitants 


to be Interpreters aud Judges of thoſe 
Laws; for then every Man will be 
bis own Judge, and by conſequence 
no ſuch thing, as either Right or 
Wrong. 


But is it not as irrational to allow an Hſur- 
per to interpret the Laws to his own adyan- 
tage, againſt the juſt Title of the Prince, 
and the true Intereſt of the People? And if 
it be not Reaſonable for any private Perſon 
to be his own Judge, why {Htould a publick 
Invader be ſo? But we hope it will be al- 
lowed to the Loyal Inhabicants of a Coun- 

Tay, ſo far to interpret the Laws, as to be able 
to underſtand the Duty they owe to their 
King, and to-juſtife his Right againſt all 
the Pretences of Uſurpers. And this is as 


much as we plead for inthiscaſe. 
C Can 
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Can we therefore ſuppoſe, T hat God 
Almighty would leave us at thoſe un- 
certainties, as to give us a Rule to go 
by, and leave every Man tobe his own 


Fudge - 


And can we reaſonably ſuppoſe, That 
God Almizbty ſhould give us a Rule not capable 
of being underſtood by thoſe to whom it was 
given, -in order to the great End of it, viz, 
the ſaving of their Souls 2 For this was the 
main end of the Rule, to dire& us in the 
way to Heaven, and not meerly to deter- 
mine Controverſies. The Staff, which a 
Man uſes, may ſerve to meaſure things by, 
but the principal d gn is to walk with it. 
Soit is with the Holy Scripture, if Contro- 
verſes arile: Ir is fit to examine and' com- 
pare them with this Infallible Rule ; bur 
when that is done, to helpus in our way to 
Heaven is that which it was chiefly intended 
for. And no Mancanthink it of equal con- 
ſequence to him, not to be miſtaken, and 


nor 
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not to be damned. In matters of Good and 
Evil, every mans Conſcience is his immedi- 
ate Judge, and why not in matters of Truth 
and Falſhood ? Unleſs we ſuppole mens in- 
voluntary miſtakes to be more dangerous 
than their wiltul ſins. 

But after all, We do not leave every Man to 
be bis own Judge, any further than it con- 
cerns his own Salyation, which depends up- 
on his particular Care and Sincerity. For 
to prevent any dangerous Miltakes by the 
Artifice of Seducers, we do allow the Aſ- 
ſiftance of thoſe Spiritual Guides, which 
God hath appointed in his Church, for the 
better inſtructing and governing private Per- 
ſons: We embrace the Ancient Creeds, as 
a ſummary comprehenſion of the Articles 
of Faith; and think no Man ought to fol- 
low his own particular Fancy againſt Do- 
Erines ſo univerſally received in the Chri- 
ſian Chur ch, from che Apoltles Times, 
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I do ash any Ingenuows Man, whe- 
ther it be not the ſame thing to follow 
our own Fancy, or to interpret Scrip- 
ture by it. 


If we allowed no Creeds, no Fathers, 
no Councils, there might have been fome 
colour for ſuch a Queſtion. But do we 
permit Men to interpret Scripture according 
to their own Fancy, who live in a Church, 
which owns the Doctrine of the Primitive 
Church more frankly and ingenuouſly, 
than any Church in the World beſides, 
without ſetting up any private Spirit againſt 
it, or the preſent Roman Church to be the In- 
terpreter of it. And now I hope I may 
have leave to ask ſome Queſtions of any in- 
genuous Man ; as, whether it be not the 
ſame thing for the Church of Rome to make 
the Rule, as to aflume to ic ſelf the fole 
Power of giving the ſenſe of it? For what 
can a Rule ſignihe without the ſenſe? And 
it this were the intention of Almighty God, 

had 
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had it not been as neceſſary to have told us, 
to whom he had given che Power of Inter- 
preting the Rule, as to have given the Rule 
it ſelf? Whether ic be reaſonable for the 
Church of #7, »me, to interpret thoſe Texts, 
wherein this Power of Interpreting, is to 
be contained ? For this is to make it Judge im 
its own Cauſe, which was thought an Abſur- 
dity before. And whether it be not as mi(- 
chievous to allow a Proſperous Ulurper the 
Power of interpreting Laws, according to 
his own Intereſt, as any private Perlon, ac- 
cording to his own Fancy ? Whether it be 
poſlible to reform Diſorders in the Church, 
when the Perſon principally accuſed is Su- 
pream Judge? Whether thole can be indif- 
ferent Judges in Councils, who before- 
hand take an Oath, to defend that Autho- 
rity which is to be Debated ? Whether Tra- 
dition be not as uncertain a Rule, as Fancy, 
when Men judge of Tradition according 
to their Fancy ? 


16 
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I would have any Man ſhew me , 
where the Power of deciding matters 
of Faith is given to every particular 
Man. 


Tf by deciding Matters of Faith be under- 
food the determining them in ſuch a man- 
ner, as to oblige others, I do not know 
where 1t 1s given to every particular Man, 
nor how it ſhould be. For then every par- 
ticular Man would have a Power over every 
particular Man; and there would want a 
new Deciſton, whole ſhould take place. 
But it by deciding Matters of Faith, no more 
be meant, but every mans being ſatisfied of 
the Realons, why he believes one thing to 
be true, and not another; that belongs to 
every Man, as he 1s bound to take care of his 
Soul, and muſt give an account both to God 
and Man of the Reaſon of his Faith. And 
what can be meant in Scripture by Proving 
all things, and bolding faſt that which # good, 
1 Thell. 5. 21, By tryin? the Spirits, whether 

they 
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they be of Ged, 1 John 4. 1. By judging of 
themſelves what is right, Luke 12. 57. unlels 
God had given to Mankind a Faculty of diſ- 
cerning truth and falſhood in Matters of 
Faith. Bur if every Man hath not ſuch a 
Power, how comes he to be ſatisfied about 
the Churches Autority ? Is not that a Matter 
of Faith? And where ever any Perſon will 
thew me, that every Man hath a Power to 
determine his Faith in that matter, Ile un- 
dertake to ſhew him the reſt. | 


Cbriſt left his Power to his Church, 
even to forgive Sins in Heaven, and 
left his Spirit with them, which they 
exerciſed after kis ReſurreCion. 


But where then was the Roman-Catholick 
Church? And how can it be hence inferred, 
That theſe Powers are now in the Church 
of Rome, excluſive to all others, unlels ic 
be made appear that it was Hei-General to 
all the Apoſtles * 1 ſuppoſe it will be granted, 
that the Apoſtles had ſome gifts of the Spi- 


rit, 
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rit, which the Church of Rome will not in 
Modeſty pretend to; ſuch as the Gift of 
Tongues, the Spirit of Diſcerning , Pro- 
pheſie, Miraculous Cures and Puniſhments, 
Now, here lyes the difhculry, to ſhew 
what part of the Promiſe of the Infallible 
Spirit ( for the ordinary Power of the Keys 
relates not to this matter) was to expire 
with the Apoſtles, and what was to be con- 
tinned to the Church ia all Ages. A Pro- 
mile of Divine Aſſiſtance is denied by none 
bur Pelagians : Bur how far that extends, is 
the Queſtion. In the Souls of good Men it 
is ſo asto keep them in the way to Heaven, 
bur not to prevent any lapſe into fin; and it 
were worth our knowing, where God hath 
ever promiſed ro keep any Men more from 
Error, than from Sin. Doth he hate one 
more than the other ? Is one more diſagree- 
ing to the Chriſtian NoEtrine than the other ? 
How came then ſo much to be ſaid for the 
keeping Men from Error, when at the ſame 
time, they confels they may not only comes 
mit great ſins, but err very dangerouſly in 
the molt Solemn manner, in what relates 
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to the Doftine of Manners. WotHld an 

' have believed the Apoſtles Infallible, if they 
had known them to be Perſons of ill Lives; 
or that they had notoriouſly erred in ſome 
Rules of great Conſequence to the Welfare 


of Mankind ? Now, all this'is freely yielded, 


as to the Pretence of Infallibility in the 
Church of Rome. Ir is granted, that the 
Guides of that Church have been very bad 
Men; and that in Councils they have fre- 
quently erred about the Depoſing Power , 
being only a Matter of Prafice, and not of 
Faith. Whether it be fo or not, I now dil- 
pute not; bur it is granted, that notwith- 
ſtanding this Infallible Spirit, the Roman 
Church may groſly err ina matter of mighty 
Conſequence to the Peace of Chriſtendom ; 
and yer it cannot err in decreeing the leaſt 
Matters of Faith. As for Inſtance, ir can 
by no means err about the ſeven Sacraments , 
or the Intention of the Prieſt about them; but 
itmay err about Depoſing Princes, and Abſol- 
vine Subjefts from their Allegiance : Which in 


eaſter terms 1s, They'can never err about 
D their 
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their own Intereſt, but they may about any 
other whatſoever. | 
[ paſs over the next Paragraph, the ſenſe 
being imperfect, and what is material about 
the Creeds, hath been ſpoken to already, 
That which next deſerves Conſideration, 


IS, 


That the Church was the Fudge 
even of the Scripture it ſelf, many 
years after the Apoſtles, which Books 
were Canonical, and which were 
not, | 


We have a diſtin&tion among us of Judges 
of the Law and Judzes of the Fa# : The 
One declare what the Law is, the Fatt being 
{uppoled ; the Other gives judgment wpon 
the Fatt, as it appears before them. Now 
in this Cale about the Canonical Books , the 
Church is not judge of the Law. For they 
are not to declare whether a Book appear- 
ing to be Canmical ought by it to be recei- 


ved. 
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ved for Canonical; ( which is taken for gran- 
ted among all Chriſtians ) but all they have 
to do, is to give Judgment upon the Matter 
of Fact, i.e. whether it appear upon ſuffi- 
cient Evidence to have been a Book written 
by Divine Inſpiration. And the Church of 
Rome hath no particular Priviledge in this 
matter, but gives its Judgment as other 
parts of the Chriſtian World do: And if it 
takes upon it to judge contrary to the ge- 
neral ſenſe of the Chriſtian Church , we 
are not to be concluded by it; but an Ap- 
peal lyes to a greater Tribunal of the Uni- 


verſal Church. | 


And if they had this Power, then 
T deſire to know, how they came to loſe 
it E 


Who are: meant by They? And what is 
underſtood by this Power * It is one- thing 
for a Part of -the Church to give Teltimo- 
ny to a matter of Fact, and another to ai- 

D 2 {ume 


SIE — oounm— RO EOO—CG 


. An Anſwer to 


ſume the Power of making Books Canonical, 
which were not ſo. This latter no Church 
in the World hath, and therefore can never 
loſe it. The former is only Matcer of Te- 
flimony, and all parts of the Church are 
concerned in it, and ir depends as other 
Matters of Fact do, on the Skill and Fide- 
lity of the Reporters. | 


And by what Autority Men ſepa- 
rate themſelves from that Church ? 


What Church ? The Catholick and Apo- 
ſtolick 2 We own no Separation from that ; 
but we are dil-joyned from the Commu- 
nion of the Roman Church, that we may 
keep up the ſtricter Union with the truly 
Catholick and Apoſtolick Church. And this 
is no Separating our ſelves, but being caſt out 
by an Uſurping Faction in the Church ; be- 
cauſe we would not ſubmit to the unrea- 
ſonable Conditions of'' Communion ' impo- 
led by it ; the chief whereof is — 

all. 
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all the Uſurpatien , which hath by de- 
grees been brought into ir. To make this 
plain by an Example : Suppole a proſpe- 
rous Uſurper in this Kingdom had gained a 
conſiderable Intereſt in it, and challenged 
a Title to the whole, and therefore re- 
quired of all the Kings Subjects, within his 
Power, to own him to be Rightful King: 
Upon this, many of them are forced to 
withdraw, becauſe they will not own 
his Title: Is this an a& of Rebellion, and 
not rather of true Loyalty ? Schiſm in the 
Church is like Rebellion in the State. The 
Pope declares himſelf Head of the Catho- 
lick Church, and hath formed himſelf a 
kind of Spiritual Kingdom in the Weſt ; 
although the other parts of the Chriſtian 
World declare aogainit it, as an Uſurpation. 
However, he goes on, and makes the own- 
ing his Power a neceſſary Condition of be- 
ing of his Communion. This many of 
the Weſtern Parts, as well as Eaſtern, dif- 
own and rejedt, and therefore are ex- 
cluded Communion with that Church, 

whereof 
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whereof he is owned to be the Head. The 
Queſtion now is, Who gives the Occaſion 
ro this Separation ? whether the Pope, 
by requiring the owning his Ulurpation, 
or We, by declaring againſt ic? Now, 
if the Conditions, he requires, be un- 
juſt and unreaſonable ; it his Autorit 

he challenges, over the Catholick Church, 
be a meer Ulurpation ( for which we 
have not only the Conſent of the other 
Parts of the Chriſtian World, but of 
Scripture and the Ancient Church ) then 
we are not to be condemned, for ſuch 
a Separation , which was unavoidable , 
if we would not comply with the Pope's 
Ulſurpation. And upon this Foot the Con- 
troverſie about Schiſm ſtands between Us 


and the Church of Rome. 


The only Pretence I ever heard 
of , was, becauſe the Church hath 
fail d in wreſting and interpreting the 

Scrip- 
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Scripture contrary to the true ſenſe 
and meaning of it; and that they 
have impoſed Articles of Faith upon 
us, which are not to be warranted 
by Gods Word. I do deſire to know 
who is to be Fudge of that, whetber 
the whole Church, the Succeſſion 
whereof hath continued to this day 
without interruption; or particular 
Men, who have raiſed S$:hiſms for 


their own advantage. 


The whole force of this Paragraph de- 
pends upon a Suppolition, which is taken 
for granted, but will never be yielded by 
Us, and we are ſure can never be proved 
by thoſe of the Church of Rome, viz, That 
in the new inipoſed Articles, the whole 
Church: in a continued Succeſſion hath been 
of the ſame judgment with them, and 


only 
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only ſome few Particular Men in thele laſt 
Ages have oppoled them. Whereas the 
great thing we inliſt upon next to the Holy 
Scripture, is, that they can never prove 
the Points in difference, by an Univerſal 
Tradition from the Apoſtles Times, either 
as to the Papal Supremacy, or the other Ar- 
ticles defined by the Council of Trent. VVe 
do not take upon our ſelves to contradi&t 
the Univerſal ſenſe of the Chriftian Church 
from the Apoſtles Times in any one Point. 
But the true Reaſon of the proceeding of 
the Church of Fngland was this. VVhile 
the Popes Autority was here received and 
obeyed, there was no liberty of ſearch- 
ing into abuſes, or the ways of Reform- 
ing them. But when Men were encoura- 
-ged to look into the Scripture, and Fathers, 
and Councils, they ſoon found the ſtate of 
things in the Church extreamly altered from 
what they ought to have been, or had been 
in the Primitive Church : But they ſaw 
no pollibility of Redreſs,as long as the Popes 
Autority was ſo abſolute and inviolable. 


This 
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This therefore in- the firſt place they ſer 
themſelves to the accurate Examination of, 


and the Reſuir was, that they could find . 


it neither in the Scriptures, nor Fathers, nor 
Councils, nor owned by the Eaftern 
Churches : And therefore they concluded ir 
ought to be laid aſide, as an Uſurparion: 
Our Church being by this means (er free 
(even with the conſent of Thoſe, who 
joyned wich the Church of Rome in other 
chings) a greater liberty was then uſed in 
examining particular Doctrines and Pra- 
ices, which had crept into the Church 
by degrees, when Ignorance and Barba- 
riſm prevail'd ; and having haiſh'd this en- 
quiry , Articles of Religion were drawn 
up, wherein the ſenſe of our Church 
was delivered, agreeable to Scripture and 
Antiquity, though different from the Mo- 
dern Church of Rome ; and thele Articles 
are not the private ſenſe of particular Men, 
but the Publick Standard whereby the 
World may judge, what we believe and 
practiſe ; and therefore thele are the ſenſe of 
our Church, and not the opinions or _—_ 
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of particular Men. And thoſe who call 
the retrenching the Popes exorbitant Power 
by the name of Schiſm, muſt by parity of 
reaſon call the caſting off an Uſurper Re- 
bellion, But certajnly thoſe who conſider 
the mighty adyantages and priviledges of 
the Clergy in the Church of Rome, can never 
reaſonably ſuſpect any of that Order 
ſhould. hope to better x le re: by the 
Reformation.. And if we judge of Mens 
atings by their Intereſt, one of the moſt 
furprifing conſiderations at this day is, that 
the Clergy ſhould be qgainſt, and Princes for 
the (hurch of Rome. 


ANSWER 


TO THE 


Second Paper. 


T ts 4 ſad thing to conſider, what 
a world of Hereſies are crept in- 
to this Nation. 


Bur is it not a ſtrange thing to conſider, 
that .no diſtin&tion is here 'put berwcer 
the Religion by Law eſtabliſhed , and' the Par- 
res diſfowned by it, ard diſſenting from 
it 2 And. yet many of theſe, though juſtly 
liable to the charge of Schiſm, embrace no 

E 3 Hereſtes 
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Hereſies againſt the Four or Six firſt Gene- 
ral Councils. Bur if the Diſſenters were 
guilty of never ſo many Hereſtes, how 
comes the Church of England to bear the 
blame of them; when the weakning its 
Power and Authority was the occaſion of 
ſuch an overflowing of Schiſms and Here- 
fies among us ? And it is indeed fad thing 
to conſider how many Ways and Means 
have been uſed, by..all Parties to introduce 
and keep op Shin and Diviſuns amongſt 
us, and then: how the Church of England is 
| blamed fornot being able to ſuppreſs them. 
But if all Do&trines oppoſite to the Church 
of i Rome bbe accounted Hereſies, then we 
defire to be informed, how the Church of 
Rome came to have this Power of defining 
Heretical Do&@rines; or how any Do@rine 
comes to be Herefie by being contrary to 
its definitions. For FHerefie is an obſtinate 
eppofing ſome neceſſary Article of Faith. Ir 
muſt therefore be proved, that what the 
Church of Rome declares, doth thereby be- 
come a neceſſary Article of Faith, or it is 
very unreaſonable to lay the imputation 
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; 


the SEcoxnD Parts, 


31 


b— 


of H.r:fie upon us. And /this can never 
be -maintained , without proving that the 
( hurch of Rome hath a Power to make Do- 
Etrincs not neceſ{iry before, ecome ne- 
ceſlary by her Definition : which is the 
ſame thing with making New Articles of 
Faith. Bur theſe can never be proved to 
be fuch by Univerſal Tradition; which the 
(hurch of Rome pretends for all her Articles 


of- Faith, 


Every Man thinks himſelf as com- 
petent a Fudge of Scripture, as the ve- 
ry Apoſtles themſelves. 


Doth Every Man among us pretend to 
an infallible Spirit 2 And yet Every Man 
owns that the Apoſtles had it. Bur 
what is meant by being a Judge of Scripture ? 
It no more be underſtood, .then + that eve- 
ry Man muſt uſe his underſtanding; about 


ir, I hope this is no Crime nor Hereſie. 


The Scripture muſt be believed in order to 


Salvation, and therefore it muſt be. un- 
derſtood ; 
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derſtood ; for how can a Man believe , 
what he underſtands not the ſcale or 
meaning of 2 If he muſt underſtand the 
ſenſe he. muſt be Judge of the ſenſe ; (o 
that every Man, who is bound to be- 
lieve the Scripture in order to his Salya- 
tion, muſt be Judge of the ſenſe of _che 
Scripture, ſo far as concerns his Salva- 
tion. ..But if by being a Judge of the Scri- 
pture be meant giving ſuch a judgment , 
as oblizes others to ſubmit to ir, then 
among us no particular Man doth pre- 
tend to be a competent. Judge of Scripture , 
ſo as to bind others to rely upon his Au- 
thority in expounding Scripture. We own 
the Authority of Guides in the Church , 
and a due ſubmiflion to them, but wedo 
not allow them to be as competent Judees 
of Scripture as the very Apoſtles, | 


And ths no wonder it ſhould be ſo, 
fonce that part of the Nation, which 
looks moſt like a Church , dares not 
brmg the true Arguments againſt the 


other 
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other Seffs , for fear they ſhould be 
turned againſt themſetves, and confuted 
by their own Arguments. 


This is dire&ly level'd againſt che Church 
of England , which is hereby charged 
with Inſincerity or Weaknels in dealing 
with the Diſſenters. But we muſt conhi- 
der, the meaning of this charge. It is no 
wonder it ſhould be ſo, i.e. That every Man 
ſhould think himſelf as competent a Judge of Scris 
pture , as the very Apoſtles, becauſe the Church 
of England dares not uſe the true Arguments 
againſt the Setts, Whence it appears that 
this true Argument is the Churches infal- 
lible Authority, and the Obligation of all 
Members of the Church to ſubmit their 
judgments intirely thereto. I confels that 
if the Church of Frgland did pretend to- 
this againſt the SeFaries, they mighr juſt- 
ly turn it againſt her; becauſe in our Ar: 
ticles, though the ( hurches Authority be af. 
ferted , yet Infallibility is denyed. If there: 
cant be no Authority in a Church, with- 
out: 


ky, 
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our Infallibiliry; or there can be no ob- 
ligation to ſubmit ro Authority , wichour 
it, then the Church. of Engla:d doth not 
uſe the beſt Arguments againſt Secta- 
ries. But if there be no ground for In- 
fallibility, if the Church which hath moſt 
pretended to it, hath been moſt groſly 
deceived; it the Heads of that Church 
have been not barely ſuſpe&ted of Herefre, 
but one of them ſtands condemned for it 
in Three General Councils, own'd by 
thac Church; then for all- that I can ſee, 
the Church of Enzland hath wiſely diſowned 
the prerence of Infallibility, and made uſe 
of the beſt Arguments againſt Se&taries 
from a juſt Authority, and the ſinfulneſs and 
folly of the SeEtaries refuſing to ſubmit to ir. 


The Church of England (as 'tis cal- 
led) would fain have it thought, T hat 
they are the Judges in matters Spirt- 


tual, yet dare not ſay poſutively, there 
is no Appeal from them. 


Is 
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Is not the (hurch of England really what 
it is called ? -I would fain know what it 
wants to make it as good a ( hurch, as any 
in the Chriſtian World ? It wants neither 
Faith ( if the Creed contain it ) nor Sacra- 
ments, (and thoſe entire ) nor Succeſſion of 
Biſhops, (as certain as Rome it felt) nor 
a Liturgy, (more agreeing to Primitive 
Worſhip, then is any where. elſe to be 
found, ) Why then the (hurch of England, 
as "tis called * Well! But what is this 
Church now blamed for 2 They pretend to be 
Judges in matters Spiritual , and yet dare not 
ſay. there is no appeal from them, How then ? 
Are there no true Judges, but ſuch as there 
lies no Appeal from 2 There lies an Ap- 
peal from any Judges in the Kings Courts 
to the Court of Parliament ; are The 
not therefore true Judges in Weſtminſter- 
Hall 2 There lay an Appeal from Biſhops 
to Mctropolitans, from them to Patriarchs, 
from Patriarchs to General Councils, ac- 
cording ro the Antient Polity of the Church. 
Were there therefore no true Judges , bur 
General Councils? | 
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What follows relating 'to the (urches 
Authority , and every *Mans following his own 
judgment, hath been anſwered already. I 
proceed therefore, to what further concerns 
this matter of Appeal. 


What Country can ſubſſt in Quiet, 
where there is not a Supreme Fudge, 
from whence there can be no Appeal? 


The natural conſequence from hence 
appears to be, that every National Charch 
ought to have the Suprean Power within 
ir ſelf. But how come Appeals to a fo- 
reign Juriſdidtion to tend to the Peace and 
Quiet of a Church > They have been al- 
ways complained of in the beſt Apes of 
the Church, and by the beſt Men ;. ſuch 


" as S. (yprian, and S. Awuſtine, and the 


whole African Churches. The worſt Men 
began them , and rhe worſt Church. en- 
eouraged them, without regard to the Peace 
of the Chriſtian Church , ſd it increaſed its 
own Grandeur by them. 

We 
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We have had theſe hundred Years 
paſt, the ſad effels of denying to the 
Church, that Power in matters Spiri- 
tual, without an Appeal, 


And our Anceſtors for many hundred 
Years laſt paſt, found the intalerable In- 
convemencies of an Appeal to foreign Ju- 
riſdiction. Whereby the Nation was ex- 
hauſted , Juſtice obſtruted, the Clergy 
oppreſſed, and the Kings Prerogative great- 
ly diminiſhed. © Bat theſe were ſlight things 
in Compariſon to what we have felt theſe hun- 
dred Years paſt for want of it. 

- Have not the Kings Courts been open 

for matters of Law and Juſtice, which 
have been fill'd with Men of as preat Abi- 
licies and Integrity, fance the ty oamaryt 
as ever they were before 2 Hath not the 
Appcal to the King in his High Court of 
Chancery been as much for the King and 
People, as ever the Appeal was to the 
Court of Rome ? Have not all the Neigh- 
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bour Princes been forced for the preſer- 
ving their own Dignity to ſer Bounds and 
Limits to Appeals to Rome, and to Orders 
or Bulls that come from thence 2 How 
then comes the want of ſuch an Appeal 
to be thought to produce ſuch ſad effects 
here ? All Chriſtendom groans under the 
fad effects of them ; and it is a very ſelf-de- 
nying humour for thoſe to be moſt ſenſible 
of the want of them, who would really 
ſuffer the moſt by them, | 


Can there be any Juſtice done, where 
the Offenders are their own. Judges, 
and equal. Interpreters of the Law, 
with thoſe that are appointed to Admi- 


ſfter Fuſtice 2 | 


And is there any likelihood, Tuſtice: 
ſhould be better done in another Country, 
by another Authority, and proceeding by 
fuch Rules, which in the laſt reſort, are 


: bur the Arbitrary will of aStranger. And 


mult 
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muſt ſuch a one, pretending to a. Power 
he hath no right to, be Judge m his own Cauſe, 
when- he is the greateſt Offender himſelf 2 
But how is this applied to the Proteſtants in 


England ? 


T his is our Caſe, here in England, 
in matters Spiritual ; for the Proteſtants 
are not of the Church of England, as 
'tis the true Church, from whence there 
can be no Appeal; but becauſe the Di- 
ſeipline of that Church is conformable 
at preſent to their fancies ; which, as 
ſoon as it ſhall contradift or vary from, 


they are ready to embrace or joyn with: 
the next Congregation of People, whoſe 
Diſcipline or Worſhip agrees with the 


Opinion of that Time. 


The ſenſe of this Period is not ſo clear, 
but that one may eaſily miſtake about tt. 
That which is aimed at, is, that: we.of- the 

| Church 
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Church of England, have no tie upon us, bur 
that of our own judgments; and when that 
changes, we may join with Hidependents or 
Presbyterians, as we'do now with the Church 
of England. And what ſecurity can be grea- 
ter, than that of our Judgments ? If it be 
{aid to be nothing, but fancy and no true Juds- 
ment, we muſt _— to ſay, that we 
dare Appeal to the World , whether we 
have not made it appear, that it is not fan- 
cy, but Judgment which hath made us firm 
to the (burch of England, Might it not as 
well have been ſaid, that the Proteſtants of 
the Church of England, adhered to the Crown in 
the Times of Rebellion out of Fancy, and not out 
of Judgment ? And that if their Fancy changed, 
they might as well have 2 with the Rebels ? 
Will not this way of Reaſoning hold as 
ſtrongly againſt thoſe of the Church of Rome ? 
For why do any adhere to that, but becauſe 
it is agreeable to their Judgment fo to do 2 
What evidence can they give, that it is 
Fudgment 1n them, and only Fancy in us? 
If Reaſon muſt be chat which puts the dif. 
ference, we do not queſtion, but ro make 


ours 
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ours appear to be Judement, and theirs Fancy 2 
For what is an nf llible Judge, which Chriſt 
never appointed, bur Fancy ?. What is their 
unwritten Word, as. a Rule of Faith to be 
equally received with the Scriptures, but 
Fancy? What is giving honour to God by 
the Worſhip of Images, but Fancy 2: What is 
making Mediators of Interceſſion, beſides the 
Mediator of Redemption, but Fancy? What is. 
the Do&trine of (oncomitancy, to. make as: 
mends for half the: Sacrament, but Fancy 2: 
What is the ſubſtantial. (hange of the Elements 
into the Body of (hriſt, but Fancy ?: for both: 
Senſes and Reaſon are againſt it. What is 
the deliverance of Souls out of Purgatory, by 
Maſſes for the Dead, but meer Fancy ? But L 
forbear giving any more Inſtances. 


So that according to this DoGrine, 
there is n0 other Church nor Interpre- 
ter of Scripture, but that which lies in: 


every Man's giddy Brain. 


Let 
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Let Mens Brains be as giddy, as they are 
ſaid to. be, for all that I can ſee, they are 
the beft faculties they can make uſe of, for 
the underſtanding of Scripture, or any 
thing elſe. And is there any Infallible 
Church upon Earth, which muſt nor be be- 
| holding to Mens yiddy Brains for believing 
'Iﬀt it? And it may be, never the leſs giddy for 
3 doing it * For God-ſake why do any Men 
4 take the Church of Rome to be Infallible ? Ts 
'F it not, becauſe their Underſtandings. tell 
'4 them they ought ſo to do? So that by this 
i conſequence, there is .no Infallible. Church, 
but what lies in every Mans giddy Brain. 


| T defire to know therefore of every 
|F ſerious Conſiderer of theſe things, whe- 
th ther the great Work of our Safvation 
| ought to depend on ſuch a Sandy Foun- 


dation as this 2 


I thank 
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[ thank God I have ſeriouſly conſidered 
this matter,” and maſt declare that I find no 
Chriſtian' Church built on a more ſandy Foun- 
dation, than that, - which pretends to be ſerled 
-4pont a Rock x1 'mean, fo far as it impoles the 
new Faith of Trent, as a neceſlary Condition of 
Salvation. Had we no other realon to em- 
brace Chriſtianity, than ſuch as they offer for 

"theſe New Do&rines, I am much afraid Chri- 
Rianiry-ic ſelf, to all inquiſitive Men, would 
be thought ro have but a Sandy Foundation. 
-But what's this Sandy. Foundation we build up- 
oh ?\ Every Man's priyate judgment in Religi- 
on? No underſtanding Man builds upon his 
own Judgment, -bur: no Man of underſtand- 
ig; car believe without it.- For I appeal ro any 
ingenious Man; whether he dorly.not as: much 
build upon his own Judgment, who chuſerh 
the'\Church, as be that. chuleth Scripture for his 

Rule? \Andhbe t © chuſerh: the Church, hath 

\'vh, Ol A\ IRE CONE ITC | 

many tnore Difficulties to conquer than the 

"cher harh."'* For the (hurch* can 'never be a 

\Rule without the Scriptures, but the Scriptures 
Fay withque the Church. .. And it. is no ſuch 
.£aly matter to find the Churches Infallibilityin the 

a G Scrip- 
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far-fetch'd Interpretations, at the ſame 


Scripture. Bur ſuppole that be found, he hath 
yet a harder Point to get over, Viz, How the 
Promiles relating to the Church in general, 
came to be appropriated to the Church of Rome. 
Which a Man muſt have an admirable Fa- 
culty at diſcerning, who can fad it out, either 
in Scripture, or the Records of the Ancient 
( hurch, 76; 

The places of Scripture which are brought 
about Chriſt's being with bis ( burch to heend of 
the World, about the Power to forgive Sins ; 
about the Clergy being God's Labourers, Haſ- 
bandry, Building, having the Mind of (liſt; 
do as effeCtually prove Infallibiltyof the Church 
of England, as the Church of Reme; for I can- 
not diſcern the leaſt inclination in any of them 
to favour one' againſt the other. 


And pray conſider on the other fide, 
that thoſe who reſift the Truth, and 
will not ſubmit to bis Church, draw 
their Arguments from Implications, and 


time 
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time that they deny plain and poſctive 
Words : which is ſo great a Difmnge- 
nuity, that tis not almoſt to be thought 
that they can believe themſelves. 


Thisis a very heavy "Charge ; To reſai the 
Truth, to deny plain and poſitive Words of Sorip- 
ture; to be guilty of great Diſiugenuity, ſo as not 
to-belit've onr ſeives, are faults of lo high a na- 
ture;--as mauſt argue not only 'a bad Caule, 
but a very bad Mind. And God forbid, that 
thoſe of the-Church of England, ſhould.ever be 
found guilty of theſe things. But ro come 
to Particulars ; 1s it reſiſting Truth, or argu- 
ing from Implications, and denying plain and po- 
furve Words of Scripture, to lay, We muſt not 
wor ſhip\Images ; We muſt make God alone the Ob- 
jettof Moly Worſhip ; We muſt give the Euchariſt 
in both kinds according to Chriſt's expreſs Inſti- 
tution , We mult roars lov” our Prayers, when 
St. Pays. words are fo «clear about-it? So 
far -at 'leaſt we have plain and poſitive Words of 
Scripture on our fide. And for Implications, 
and far fetch'd Interpretations, commend me 
2 ro 
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to the Pope's Bulls, . eſpecially when they have 
a mind to prove. their Authority. from Scrip- 
ture ; which they can do from Þ the beginning, 
to the end of the Apocalypſe. But that which 
ſeems to be aimed at here, is, This is my Body ; 
wherein the words feem to be plain and poſt- 
tive on their ſide, and our {enle to be from Im- 
plications , or far - fetched Interpretations. ' To 
which I Anſwer, That there are Expreſſions 
in Scripture as plain and poſitive as thisg., which 
none think themſelves bound to underſtand in 
their literal ſenſe. For then we muſt all be- 
lieve, that God hath Eyes and Ears, a, Face, 
Hands and Feet, as firmly, -as that the Bread 
was then turned into Chriſt's Body, when he 
{pakethoſe words. And I would know, whe- 
ther the Chriſtian Church rejecting the Do- 
Arine of T hole who made God to be like to Man, 
was' not chargeable with the ſame reſiſting the 
Truth, and denying plain and poſitive Words of 
Scripture, as- we are? And yet I hope the 
Chriſtian Church did then, believe it ſelf, Sup- 
pole.any ſhould aſſert, Thar the Rock-in the 
Wilderneſs, was really changed mto ( briſt's Body ; 
would not he have the very ſame Things to 


lay 
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ſay againſt thoſe who denied it? For are not 
the Words as plain and as poſitive, That Rock 
was Chriſt 2 But Sacramental Expreſsions, by the 
conſent of the (briftian Church, and the. very 
Neture of the Things, are of a different ſeal. 


from Logical Propoſitions. And if this had 


been intended-in the plain' and literal ſenſe, 
St. Paul would never have as plainly and poſt- 
tively called it Bread after Conlecration ; nor 
the Cup be ſaid to be the New Teſtament in 
his Blood, i is 


The 
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The Concluſion s : 


Is there any other Foundation of the 
Proteſtant Church, but that if the Ci- 
wil Magiſtrate. pleaſes, be may call 
ſuch of the Clergy as hethinks fit for 
hx turn at that time, and turn the 
Church either to Presbytery, or Inde- 
pendency, or indeed what be pleaſes ? 
This was the way of our pretended 
Reformation bere in England. And 
by the ſame Rule and Authority, it 
may be altered into as many Shapes and 
Forms as there are Fancies in Mens 


Heads. 


This looks like a very unkind Requital to 
the Church of England, for her Zeal in aſlert- 
ing the Magiſtrate's Power againſt a Foreign 
Juriſdi&ion ; to infer fro:;n thence, that the 
: Magl- 
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Magiſtrate may change the Religion here 
which way he pleaſes. Bur although we at- 
tribute the Supream Juriſdiftion to the King ; 
et. we do not queſtion, but there are inviola- 


£ 
- . * - 


when King are Nurſmg Fathers to our (urch ; 
ſo we ſhall never ceaſe to pray for there con- 


behave our ſelves towards them, as becomes 
good (briftians, and Loyal Subjects, | 
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Third Paper. 


T HE Third Paper is ſaid to be written 
by a Great Lady, for the ſatisfaftion of 
. ber Friends, as to the Reaſons of Her 
leaving the Communion of the (harch of England, 
and making ber ſelf a Member of the Roman (a- 
tholick Church. If ſhe had written nothing con; 
. cerning it, none could have been a competent 
Judg of thoſe Reaſons or Motives ſhe had for 
it, but herſelf : but ſince ſhe was pleaſed to 
write this Paper to ſatisfy ber Friends ; and it is 
thought fit to be publiſhed for general Satisfa- 
ion, all Readers have a right to judg of the 
ſtrength of them; and thoſ: of the Church of 
England, an Obligation to vindicate the Ho- 
nour of it, ſo far as it may be thought to ſuffer 
by them I 
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I am ſenſible how nice and tender a thing it 
is, to meddle in a Matter wherein the Memo- 
ry of ſo Great a Lady is ſo nearly concern'd ; 
- and wherein ſuch Circumſtances are mention- 
ed, which cannot fully be cleared, the Parties 
themſelves having been many Years dead: 
But I ſhall endeavour to keep within due 
bounds, and conſider this Paper with re- 
ſpect to the main Deſign of it, and take no- 
tice of other Particulars ſo far as they are {ub- 
ſervient to it, 

The way of her Satisfafion muſt needs ap- 
pear very extraordinary ; for towards the Con- 
cluſion {he confeſſes, She was not able, nor would 
ſhe enter into Diſputes with any Body. Now where 
the Difference between the two Churches lies 
wholly in Matters of Diſpute, how any one 
could be truly facisfied, as to the Grounds of 
leaving one Church, and going to the other, 
withour entring into matter of o_ with any 
body, is hard to underſtand. If Perſons be 
reſolved before-hand what to do, and there- 
fore will hear nothing ſaid againſt it, there is 
no ſuch way, as to declare they will enter into 
no Diſpute about it. But what SatwfaFion is to 


be had in this manner of proceeding ? How 
H 2 could 


—_— 


CR” _- 


=— 
4 nos kw: ts Li LL Bp em on _— —> ———— 
4 ct PRI 4. a__ 
= — —— "ONE ———- 


© =. 8 - 
_— _—_ 


' An Anſwer ta © \\ 


+ * Morley 
Bp of Wins 
Cheſter. 


could one bred up in the Charch of England, and 
fo well inftrufted in the Dofirines of ut, ever (a- 
risfy her ſelf in forſaking the Communion of 
ic, without enquiring into, and compariny the 
Dodrines and Prattices of both Churches? Ic 
19 poſſible for Perſons of Learning, who will 
take the pains of examining things themſelves, 
to do that, without entring mto Diſputes with 
any Body ; bur this was not to be preſumed of 
a Perſon of her Condition. For many things 
muſt fall in her way, which {he could neither 
have the leiſure to examine, nor the Capacit 
to judg of, without the Aſſiſtance of ſuch 
who have made it their buſineſs ro ſearch into 
them. Had ſhe no Divines of the Church of 
England about her, to have propoſed her Scru- 
ples to ? None able and willing to give her 
their utmoſt Affiſtance in a Matter of {uch Im- 
p—_ before ſhe took up a Reſolution of 
orſaking our Church 2 This cannot be ima- 


gined ; conſidering not only her great Quali- 
ty, but that juſt eſteem they had for her whilſt 
ſhe continued fo zealous and deyout in the 

Communion of our Church. 
But we have more than this to ſay. One 
of the * Biſhops who had neareſt om 
er 
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her for many Years, and who owns in Print, 
* That he bred ber up in the Principles of the Church 
of England, was both able and willing to have 
removed any Doubts 2nd Scruples with reſpect 
to our Church, it ſhe would have been plea- 
ſed to have communicated them to him. And 
however ſhe endeavoured to conceal her Scru- 
ples ; hetells her, in his F Letter to her (which 
he t19ce printed for his own vindication) That 


—— 
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+ Letter r8 


ber Ro 'yal 
Highneſs 


be had heard much Diſconrſe concerning ber waver. from the By 


ing in Religion,and that be had acquainted her High- of Winton. 


neſs with it, the Lent before the Date of this Paper ; 
and was {o much concerned at it, that he ob- 
tained a Promile from her, That it any Wri- 
ting were put into her Hands by thole of the 
the Church of Rome, that ſhe would ſend it 
either to him, or to the then Biſhop of Oxford, 
whom he left in Attendance upon her. After 
which, he laicth, She was many Days with him at 
Farnham ; in all which time ſhe ſþake not one word 
to him of any Doubt ſhe had about her Religion. 
And yet this Paper bears Date, Aug. 20. that 
Year, wherein ſhe declares her (elf changedin 
her Religion : So thar it is evident ſhe did nor 
make = of the ordinary Means for her own 
Satisfaction, at leaſt as to thole Biſhops who 
had known her longeſt. But 
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Bur ſhe ſaith, That ſhe ſpoke ſeverally to nn 
of the beſt Biſhops we have in England, who both 


Blanford Bp told her there were many things in the Roman Church, 
of Worce- 
ſter. 


Blandford 
Biſhop of 


Worcelter. 


which it were much to be wiſhed we had kept; As 
Confeſsion, which was no doubt commanded of God , 
that Praying for the Dead, was one of the Ancient 
Things in Chriſtianity ; that for their parts they did 
it daily, though they would not own it. And after- 
wards, preſsmg one of them very much upon the other 
Points ; he told ber, That if he had been bred a Ca- 
tholick, he would not change his Religion ; but that 
being of another ( burch, wherein be was ſure were 
all things neceſſary to Salvation, he thought it very 
il to give that Scandal, as to leave that ( burch 
wherein he received his Baptiſm. Which Diſcourſes, 
ſhe ſaid, did but add more to the deſire ſhe had to 
be a Catholick, 

This,1 confeſs, ſeems to be to the purpole , 
if there were not {ome Circumſtances and 
Expreſſions very much miſtaken in the Repre- 
ſentation of it : Bur yet ſuppoſe the utmiolt to 
be allow'd, there could be no Argument from 
hence drawn for leaving the Communion of 
our Church, .if chis Biſhop's Authority or Ex- 
ample did ſignify any thing with her. For ſup- 
poling he did lay, That if be had been bred 

- | the 
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the Communion of the Church of Rome, he would 
not change bis Religion : Yer he added, That be- 
ing of another Church, wherein were all things ne- 
ceſſary to Salvation, he thought it very ill to give 
that Scandal, as to leave that { burch wherein be 
had received his Baptiſm. Now why ſhould not 
the laſt words have greater force to have kept 
her in the Communion of our Church, than 
the former to have drawn her from it? For 
why ſhould any Perſon forſake the Commu- 
nion of our Church,unleſs it appears neceſſary 
to Salvation ſo to do? And yet this yielding Bi- 
ſhop did affirm,that all things neceſſary to Salvation 
were certainly in our ( burch ; and that it was an ill 
thing to leave it, How could this add to her de- 
fire of leaving our (burch? unleſs there were 
ſome other Motive to draw her thither, and 
then ſuch ſmall Inducements would ſerve to 
inflame ſuch a Defire. Bur it is evident from 
her own words afterwards, that theſe Conce(- 
ſions of the Biſhop could have no Influence 
upon her : for ſhe declares, and calls God towit- 
neſs, that ſhe would never have changed ber Reli- 
gion, if ſhe badthought it poſsible to ſave ber Soul 
otherwiſe, Now what could the Biſhop's words 


ſignify towards her Turning, when he +" 
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juſt contrary, Viz, not only that it was poſſi- 
ble for her to be ſaved without turning, but 
that he was ſure we had all things neceſſary to Salva- 
tion; and that it was a very ll thing to leave our 
({burch ? There muſt therefore have been ſome 
more ſecret Realon, which encreaſed her Deſire 
to be a Catholick after theſe Diſcourſes : unleſs the 
Advantage were taken from the Biſhop's cal- 
ling the Church of Rome the Catholick Religion ; 
If be had been bred a Catholick, he would not have 
chang'd his Religion. But if we take theſe words 
ſo ſtrictly, he mult have contradicted himſelf , 
for how could he he ſure we had all things neceſ- 
ſary to Salvation, it we were out of the Ca- 
tholick Church 2 Was a Biſhop of our Church, 
and one of the beſt Biſhops of our (hurch, as ſhe 
ſaid, ſo weak asto yield, That he was ſure all 
things neceſſary to Salvation were to be had out of the 
Communion of the ( at holick- Church ? 

But again; there is an inconſiſtency in his 


ſaying, That bz thought it very ill to leave ovr 


Church; which no Man of common ſenſe 
would have ſaid, if he had believedthe Roman 
Church to be the Catholick, excluſive of all o- 
thers thatYo not join in Cemmunion with 


it, 
The 
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The utmoſt then that can be made of all 


this, is, Thar there was a certain Biſhop of 


this Church, who held both Churches to be fo 
far Parts of the (atbolick ( hurch, that there was 
no neceſlity of going from one Church to ane- 
ther. But if heaſlerted that, he muſt over- 
throw the neceſsity of the Reformation, and con- 
ſequently not believe our Articles and Homilies, 
and ſo could not be any true Member of the 
Church of England. | 

But the late Biſhop of Wincheſter hath made 
2 ſhorter Anſwer to all this; For he firſt doubts, 


Whether there ever were any ſuch Biſhops who made Preface,y.z. 


ſuch Anſwers ; And afterwards he affirms, That ?: + 
he believes therenever was, in Rerum Natura, ſuch 
4 Diſcourſe as is pretended to have been between this 


reat Perſon, and two of . the.moſt Learned Biſhops 
- ar | But, God be pnked.he Cle 
of our Church doth not depend upon the fin- 
gular Opinion of one or two Biſhops in it, 
wherein they apparently recede from the elta- 
bliſh'd Dorine of it. And I am ſure thoſe 
of the Church of Rome take it ill from us, to 
be charged with the Opinion of Particular Di- 
vines, againſt the known Sentiaents of their 


Church. Therefore ſuppoſing the Matter of 
I Fact 
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Fact true, ' it ought not to have moved her to 
any Inclination to leave the Church of England. 
Bur afcer all, She proteſts, in the Preſence of 
Almighty God, that no Perſon, Man or Woman, di- 
reftly or indirefly, ever ſaid any thing to her ( ſance 
ſhe came into England) or ufed the leaſt Endeavour 
to make ber change her Religion ; and that it # 4 
Blefsing ſhe wholly ows to Almighty God. So. that 
the Biſhops are acquitted from having any 
hand in it, by her own words; and as far as 
we can underſtand her meaning, ſhe thought 
her ſelf converted by inamediate Divine Illu- 
mination. We had thought the pretence to a 
private'Spirit had not been at this time allowed 
in the Church of Reme. But I obſerve, that 
many things are allowed to bring Perſons to 
the Church: of Rome, which they will not per- 
mit in thole who go from ir. As the uſe of 
Reaſon inthe Choice of a Church; the Judg- 
ment of Senſe; and here, that which they 
would ſeverely condemn in others as a Private 
Spirit, or Enthuſiaſm, will paſs well enough if 
it doth but lead one to their Communion. Any 
Motive or Method is good enough which tends 
to that end; and none can be ſufficient againſt 
ir, But why may not others ſet up for the 
Change 
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0 Change as to other Opinions upan the ſame 
l. Grounds, as well as this Great Perſon does, as 
f to the Change from our Church to the Church 
F of Rome ?. And we have no Pretenders to En- 
e thuſiaſm among us, but do as ſolemnly aſcribe 
r the BleſSing wholly to Almighty God ; and look on 
4 itas the Efte& of ſuch Prayers as ſhe made to 
l him in France and Flanders, . 
7 But I wonder a Perſon, who owed her Change 
ſo wholly to Almighty God, ſhould need the Di- 
' retion of an Infallible Church , ſince the ut- 
molt they can pretend to, is no more than to 
have ſuch an Immediat Conduct, and the leaſt 
that can be meant by it, is, that{he had no A[- 
ſiſtance from any other Perſons. Which may 
not exclude her own Endeavours : but luppo- 
ſing them to be employed, and an Account to 
be here given of them ; yet there is no Con- 
nexion between any of the Premiſſes, and the 
Concluſion ſhe-drew from them ; and therefore 
it muſt be Immediate Impulſe, or ſome con- 
cealed Motive which determin'd her Choice. 
The Concluſion was, That ſhe would never have 
changed, if ſhe could have ſaved her Soul otherwiſe. 
If this were true, ſhe had good Reaſon for her 
Change ; if .it were not true, ſhe had none; 
I 2 as 
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as iis. mot certain it was ior. Now let us 
examine how ſhe came to this Comcin/ron ; and 
I will ſuppoſe it co have been juſt int the Vie- 
thod fhe fets it down in. | 

- Firſt; fie fairh; She never had any Serwptes 141] 
the November before , and then they began upon read- 
ms Dr. Heylin's Hiſtory of the Raformaics: 
which was commended to her as a Book to ſettle her 
and: there ſhe found ſuch abominable Saeriledg upon 
Henty the 8's Divorce, King Edward's Mmmo- 
rity,” and Queen Elizabeth's Succeſsion, that 
could not believe the Holy Ghoſt could ever be in ſuch 
(ounſels, th 

Fhis was none of the beſt Advices piven to 

ſuch a Perſon, to read Dr. Heylin's Hiſtory for 
her Satisfaction, For there are two AiflinG 
Parts in-the Hiſtory of our Reformation , the one 
Eccleſiaſtical, the other Political : the former was 
built on Scripture and Antiquity, and the 
Rights of particular Churches ; the other on 
fuch Maxims which are common to States- 
men at all Times, and in all Churches, who la- 
bour to turn all Revolutions and Changes to 
their own Advantage. Andit is ſtrange to me 
that a Perſon of fo great. Underſtanding, 
ſhould not diſtinguiſh” theſe two, Mhether 
| Henry 
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Hen.$. were a good Man or not ; Whethey the D.of 
Somerlet raed bis Eſtate out of the Church Lands, 
doth not concern our preſent Enquiry ; which 
is, Whether there was not ſufficient Caule for 
2 Reformation in the Church 2 And- if 
there was, Whether onr Church had nor ſuf- 
ficient Authority to reform it ſelf? And if ſo, 
Whether the Proceedings of eur Reformation 
were not Juſtifiable by the Rules of Scripture 
and the Ancient Church ? Theſe were the pro- 
per Points for her to have conſidered, and not 
the particular Faults of Princes,or the Miſcar- 
riages of Miniſters of State. Were not the Vi- 
ces of Alexander the 6th, and many other Heads 
of the Church of Rome for a whole Age toge- 
ther, by the Confeſſion of their own greateſt 
Writers, * as great at leaſt as thoſe of Henry the 


8th? And were theſe not thought ſufficient to 


keep her from the (hurch of Rome, and yer 
the others were ſufficient to make her think of 
leaving our Church ? But Henry the Eighth's 

uwrch was in Truth the Church of Rome un- 
der a Political Head, much as the ( burch of Si- 
city is under the King of Spain. All the diffe- 
rence is, Henry the 8th took it as his own 


Right ; the King of Spain pretends to have it 
from 
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from the Pope, by ſuch Conceſſions, which the 
Popes deny. And {uppole the King of Spain's 
Pretence were unlawful to that Juriſdi&tion 
which he challengeth in the Kingdom of Sici- 
ly ; were this a {ufficient Ground to juſtify the 
thoughts of Separation from the Church of 
Rome ? 

But the Duke of Somerſet raiſed his Eſtate out 
of . (hurch-Lands, and ſo did many Conrtiers in the 
Reign of Queen Elizabeth. 

Are there not Miſcarriages of the like nature 
. in the Church of Rome * What is the Popes 

making great Eſtates out of the ( burch-Lands, as 
their Nephews to be Princes and Dukes? a 
thing not unheard of in our Age, Andis it 
not io much worle to be done by the Head of 
the Church ? 

Theſe {he conte(les were but Scruples,; but 
tuch as occaſioned ber examining the Points in dif- 
ference by the Holy Scripture. Now ſhe was in 
the right way for Satisfaftion, provided ſhe 
made ule of the beſt Helps and Means for un- 
derſtanding it ; and took in the Aſsiſtance of her 
Spiritual Guides. Burt it ſeems, . contrary to the 
Do&trine of the Church of Rome, ſhe found 
ſome things ſo eaſy there, that ſhe wondered ſhe had 

\ been 
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been ſo long without finding them out. And what 
were thele? No leſs than the Real Preſence in 
the Bleſſed Sacrament ; the Infallibility of the Church, 
Confeſsion, and Praying for the Dead. 

Thele were great Diſcoveries to be made ſo 
eaſily, conſidering how thoſe of the Church 
of Rome, who have been moſt vers'd'in theſe 
Matters, have found it fo difficult to make 
them out from thence. . 

(1.) Asto the Real Preſence , as it is in the 
Diſpute between us and the Church: of Rome, 
it implies the Real and Subſtantial Change of 
the Elements into the Body and*Blood of 


Chriſt. But where do our Saviour's words, 


in calling the Sacrament bis Body and Blood, imply \. 


any ſuch thing 2 The wiſeſt Perſons of the 
Church of Rome have confeſſed, that the bare 
words. of our Saviour can-never prove it; 
but there needs the Authority of the Church 
to interpret them-in that ſenſe. How then 
could ſhe ſo eafily find out thac, which their 
moſt Learned Men could not? But there is no- 
thing goes ſo far in ſuch Diſcoveries as-a wil- 
ling Mind. 

(2.) As to Confeſ$ion; No doubt the Word 


is ofren uſed in Scripture, and therefore eaſily 
| found. 
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ound. But the Queſtion between us, is not 
about the Uſefulneis or Advantage of (onfe/- 
fion in particular Caſes, but the Neceſlicy of it 
in all Caſes, in order to Remiſſion of Sins. And 
I can hardly believe any Biſhop of our Church 
would ever lay to her, that Confeſsion in this 
ſenſe was ever commanded by God, For then he 
muſt þe damned himſfelt it he did not confeſs 
every known Sinto a Prieſt, But ſome gene- 
ral Expreſſions might be uled, that Confeſſion 
of Sin was commanded by God ; Confeſs your 
Sins one to another : But here is nothing of a par- 
ticular Confeſſion to a Prieſt, neceſlary in or- 
der to Forgiveneſs of- Sin. 
(3.) As to praying for the Dead , It is hard to 
find any place of Scripture which ſeems to have 
any tendency that way, unleſs it be with re- 
ſpect to the Day of Judgment, and that very 
doubtfully. But how came this Great Perſon 
ro think it not poſſible to be ſaved in our 
Church, unleſs we prayedfor the Dead ? How 
did this come tobe a Point of Salvation ? And 
for the Prattice of it, ſhe ſaith, the Biſhops told 
ber they did it daily. Whether they did it or not, 
or in what ſenle they did it, we cannot now be 
better informed: But we are ſure this could 


be 
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be no Argument for her to teave the Commu- 
nion of our Church, becauſe ſhe was told by 
theſe Biſhops they did ir, and continued in the 
Communion of ir. 

(4-) Laſtly; As to the Infallibility of the 
Church. If this, as applied to the Roman Church, 
could be any where found in Scripture, we 
ſhould then indeed be to blame not to ſubmic 
to all the Definitions of it. But where is this to 
be found 2 Yes, Chriſt hath promiſed to be with 
his Church to the end of the World, Not with his 
Church, but with his Apoſtles: And if it be rex 
ſtrained to them, then the endof- the World is no 
more than always. Burt ſuppoſe it be under- 
ſtood of the Succeſlors of the Apoſtles ; wete 
there none bur at Rome ? How comes this Pro- 
miſe to be limited to the Church of Rome; 
and the Biſhops of Antioch and Mexandria, and 
all the other Eaſtern Churches (where the Bi- 
ſhops as certainly ſucceeded the Apoltles, as at 
Rone it ſelf ) not to enjoy the equal Benefir of 
this Promiſe ? But they who can find the Infal- 
libility of the Church of Rome in Scripture, need 
not deſpair of finding whatever they have a 
Mind to there, | 
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But from this Promiſe ſhe concludes, That 
our Saviour wonld not permit the Church to give the 
Laity the Communion in One kind, if it were not law- 
ful ſotodo. Now in my Opinion, the Argu- 
ment-is ſtronger the other way'; The Church 
of Rome forbids-the doing of thay, which 
Chriſt enjoyned ; therefore it cannot be Infal- 
lible, ſince the Command of Chriſt is {o 
much plainer than the Promiſe of Infallibilicy 
to the Church of Rome. - 

But, from all theſe things laid together, 1 
can {ee no imaginable Realon of any force to 
conclude; that! ſbe cowd not think it, poſsible ts 
ſave ber Soul —_ than by embracing. the 
Communion of the Church of Rome. And 
the Publick will receive this Advantage by 
theſe Papers, thatthereby it appears,how ve 
little is to be faid by Perſons of the —_— 
Capacity, as well as Place, either againſt the 
Church of England,or for the Church of Rome, 
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